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until existing supplies were exhausted. The paternal govern-
ment of James I, however, viewed with disfavour this simple,
if cruel, method of adjusting supply and demand. The privy
council, therefore, wrote round to the justices of the peace to
urge the clothiers not to discharge their workfolk, who, 'being
many in number and most of them of the poorer sort', were
likely to disturb the public peace by their clamours if deprived
of their means of livelihood. Similarly the justices were to
prevent any wool-grower from engrossing the wools and keeping
them two, three, or more years to enhance the price. They
then proceeded to lay down a golden rule for wool-grower,
clothier, and merchant alike: whoever made a profit during the
prosperous years of the reign must, now, in the decay of trade,
bear such a share of the public loss as might best conduce to
the general good and the maintenance of trade.1
The woollen industry shared in the prosperity that attended
English trade in the 1630*3, but during the last twenty years
of the period suffered severely. During the civil wars there
were complaints from all parts of the country of the decay of
trade in general and particularly of the clothing trade. Some
of the causes were directly attributed to the war. There was
much plundering in order to secure cloth for the soldiers, and
a certain amount of destruction of wool through the use of
woolpacks as alternatives to sandbags. Then there was the
interruption of communication between different parts of the
kingdom owing to the presence of hostile forces. This was
the more serious because many localities were dependent upon
others, at a distance, for the supply of wool or half-finished
cloth. The heavy taxation drained away much of the ready
money available and, combined with the uncertainty of the
times, made merchants unwilling to buy more than a bare
minimum. There was also much danger in trying to export
cloth, for pirates were very active and were reinforced, during
and after 1648, by Rupert's royalist privateers. Once again,
however, the main cause of the falling off of exports was alleged
to be the poor quality of the cloth. In 1642 Sir Henry Vane
reported, from a committee concerned with the diminishing
sales of Suffolk cloth, that, out of fourteen or fifteen thousand
cloths, nine or ten thousand were falsely made2—a complaint
1	Acts of the Privy Council, 1621-1623 (1932), pp. 131-3.
2	Commons' Journal$9 ii. 528.
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